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converted to fields of corn and soy-
beans since 2006. Putting virgin land
under cultivation has environmental
consequences, including greater runoff,
greater use of fertilizer, and less land
available for conservation.

Another consequence of the corn eth-
anol mandate is that it places a regu-
latory requirement on oil refiners that
cannot actually be satisfied—it re-
quires more ethanol than the auto fleet
and existing gas stations can accom-
modate, a concept called the blend
wall. Under the RFS, oil refineries are
required to blend 15 billion gallons of
corn ethanol into the fuel supply in
2015. This far exceeds the roughly 13.5
billion gallons that our current infra-
structure can accommodate. According
to the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy’s final 2013 rule, the “EPA does not
currently foresee a scenario in which
the market could consume enough eth-
anol to meet the volumes stated in the
statute.” The Congressional Budget Of-
fice confirmed this judgment in its
June 2014 report, saying that the statu-
tory goal of escalating corn ethanol
volumes would be ‘‘very hard to meet
in future years.”

Chevron, which operates o0il refin-
eries in my home State, is also con-
cerned that the statutory mandate re-
quires too much ethanol. It is Chev-
ron’s judgment that ‘‘the required vol-
ume of renewable fuel exceeds the
amount that can be safely blended into
transportation fuels used by con-
sumers.” Facing this difficulty, the
EPA has been unable to finalize the
volume requirements for 2014 or 2015.
This leaves the businesses seeking to
develop advanced biofuel ventures
without any certain prospects to guide
their investments and undermines the
primary purpose of the Renewable Fuel
Standard.

The Corn Ethanol Mandate Elimi-
nation Act would address the blend
wall directly, thereby allowing EPA to
continue increasing volumes of low
carbon advanced biofuel.

The corn industry, by contrast, does
not depend on the RFS for its liveli-
hood. In fact, the Congressional Budget
Office predicts that refiners will con-
tinue to blend corn ethanol into the
fuel supply in the absence of a man-
date, because ethanol is the oil refin-
er’s preferred octane booster and oxy-
genate.

Ultimately, I believe that this bill
would better serve the advanced biofuel
industry by removing the blend wall as
an obstacle to the industry’s expan-
sion, and providing the regulatory cer-
tainty that they need to guide their in-
vestments. These advanced biofuels
have none of the same problems as corn
ethanol. They do not compete directly
with food, and they reduce greenhouse
gas emissions by at least 50 percent
compared to petroleum.

I am also fundamentally committed
to the vitally important public health
and climate protections provided by
the Clean Air Act. That is why I would
like to make it crystal clear that this
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legislation is a narrow bill repealing
the corn ethanol mandate. The bill’s
language explicitly clarifies that the
legislation has no effect on the low-
carbon advanced biofuel provisions in
the Renewable Fuel Standard, and I
would oppose any bill that would
amend, revise or weaken the advanced
biofuel provisions or other public
health protections provided by the
Clean Air Act.

The elimination of the corn ethanol
mandate is a smart, simple reform with
support from the prepared food indus-
try, the dairy, beef, and poultry indus-
tries, the oil and gas industries, hunger
relief organizations, and environ-
mental groups.

The bill solves the problems of the
Renewable Fuel Standard while main-
taining the provisions that encourage
the development, growth, and deploy-
ment of cellulosic ethanol, algae-based
fuel, biodiesel, and other low-carbon
advanced biofuels.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

JOHNSON CITY CHAMBER OF COM-
MERCE CENTENNIAL CELEBRA-
TION

e Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President,
this year marks the centennial year of
the establishment of the Johnson City
Chamber of Commerce.

Since its establishment on July 6,
1915, the chamber has served as the
leading voice for local business and
community development. The chamber
has been instrumental in transforming
Johnson City from a small rail-ship-
ping town in the early 1900s to a distin-
guished medical community over the
past several decades and continues to
lead the way for new business, trade,
and growth in upper East Tennessee.

As we see around the country, the
Federal Government has been throwing
a big, wet blanket of burdensome regu-
lations on businesses and the economy,
and chambers of commerce around the
Nation have been leaders in advocating
to get Washington out of the way and
unleash our free enterprise system. The
best thing we can do for job creation is
to remove these regulations so busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs will be able
to get our economy moving again.

We need to be working to help our
job creators put people back to work,
and we thank the Johnson City cham-
ber for its work to help Tennessee busi-
nesses and employees, and for all it has
done to help Johnson City succeed and
continue to thrive.

With a new Republican majority, we
will work with the chamber to advance
our shared goals to jump-start our
economy and liberate our free market
s0 businesses in Tennessee and around
the Nation will have the freedom they
need to get our economy going in the
right direction.e

January 16, 2015

VERMONT ESSAY WINNERS

e Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, since
2010 I have sponsored a State of the
Union essay contest for Vermont stu-
dents. The contest, now in its fifth
year, is an opportunity for Vermont
students to articulate what issues they
would prioritize if they were President
of the United States. A panel of
Vermont teachers reviewed all of the
essays submitted and selected the top
twenty. I am proud to say that more
than 400 students wrote essays for this
year’s State of the Union contest.

I would like to congratulate each and
every finalist, and to specifically ac-
knowledge Leo Lehrer-Small as this
year’s winner of the contest. I would
also like to recognize Ryan Taggard for
placing second and Craig Pelsor and
Hadley Menk for placing third. I ask to
have printed in the RECORD the win-
ning essays.

The essays follow.

LEO LEHRER-SMALL, MOUNT MANSFIELD UNION
HIGH SCHOOL (WINNER)

As we enter the year of 2015, there is one
issue in particular that our government, in
conjunction with global policy makers, need
to address with attention and urgency. This
issue, quite simply, is the safety of our plan-
et: global climate change is already affecting
the environment through droughts, increas-
ingly frequent heat waves, and rising sea lev-
els. It is a scientific fact that climate change
is man-made, even though some politicians
still deny the part that humans play in the
issue.

As the most powerful country in the world,
the US must be a driving force in halting
global climate change. The question is: how
do we go about doing this? In order to fix our
growing crisis, we must first understand the
roots of the problem. Last year’s report re-
leased by the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change showed that the recent rise
of temperature is due to an excess of green-
house gases that humans have released into
our atmosphere. And to quote the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, ‘“The largest
source of greenhouse gas emissions from
human activities in the United States is
from burning fossil fuels for electricity,
heat, and transportation.’” So it is clear; the
root of our problem is our overuse of fossil
fuels.

We must take drastic measures to reduce
our fossil fuel consumption. Congress must
make and pass bills that finance green en-
ergy bprojects. Government subsidies which
are currently being given to the oil and gas
industries should be given to the renewable
energy industry. This boost would allow re-
newable and clean energy sources such as
wind and solar to provide more of the na-
tion’s energy, and in return lower our usage
of fossil fuels. The growth of clean energy
usage in the US would not only play a role in
climate change reversal, but also provide
millions of safe jobs for American workers.

Furthermore, our government should heav-
ily tax the large greenhouse gas producers;
companies that burn cheap fossil fuels to
make massive amounts of money. These are
the main contributors to climate change.
These are the corporations that we must
limit through a tax on carbon dioxide. Such
a tax would not only discourage the burning
of fossil fuels, but the money may also be in-
vested in the redevelopment of clean energy.

And as one of the leaders in our global
economy, the rest of the world will look to
us to initiate the transition towards clean
energy usage. We have the opportunity to
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